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j'eferusry S?, lavo 



Jr. So Slater 

CJiisf jitelesi i.*sfc«iaer 
111 Penn St. a 

*-»ltt»0£*, is4o siaoi 

Dear Dr. Slater, , 

Your psn*l r*"p^rt ia a bril lant exerois* in tte speoielixed use of 
*~nia to o®> $56 tue® a -.Twer to eey «b«t ta#y do sat. Tula aw; als® be sold of 
your latter of February 19. 

Ssg sia-Apl* la "report” is ’.&» first seats***. 1 teve no doubt tast 
tte ?anal autei* ted but * aiagl*, final, *ffiei«l •’report*. Yfeis la wtet It wo* 
<SU*«cb*d to do. Jsut tula to a»i tte nature or point of b; Inquiry. tte penal, 

<> It float doubt, ted a tiler records ttet sonant be encoapessd by tula create Used 
aeoalag lapurted to tte *or4 "report** ssosuremntsf request for d*bS| proltsdaery 
or preparatory opinio*© oa tu« swsaia© of ao®e of tte orideoao; toutetlf* or 
otter interpretation*. My request ? s perfectly proper ®ss® ttet, la e&iilttec.. tee 
tte sanction of la*, *«* for ®tes lias fesMso tae report «o finally = sod bBietediy- 
awda pubiS. e c Y2&ia la ia ao »*y addressed by your language. It bo- ms, like «o ssuefc 
of tte laagsai^i of tte report i*a«lf, t® V ear** fully aslesiatesl to aew, b> be 
r«ep©uaito tsaea it la act sad to te laterureted as aeyiag abet, la fust, it last tier 
»y* sor addresses. Y kero fore, 1 ask • raepeaei** reply, terlag to do *itfa etet 
tested te *» roe material*. tte serttiag pepera of rerioue kind*, tte msssm end 
rotos, et«. leu us# sad snpteais* a ws*€ I 414 not** report”. 

Yter* is tte possibility of conflict fe»t*e«a year »xt sentoaoo and tte 
eee«osd oeatoooe of year tbird psassgsepfc., A n ta* first Lastcs.cc you a«y, *1 1 la sny 
understanding ttet tala Is tte sacs* report ttet *** subsequently nlooooi by tne 
Justice deportment.” u 2 y» yea oat read It? Can you not sey stetbsr it ««• 41 to red 
la eay soy, *4tb or <4 taout tte np;-.res*l of all austezs of tte panslt Tten you «ey, 
"Xt waa *ufee*quently edited sod rewritten.” Porte p* you ness* esolusirsly by tte 
peoel elans, but you do not aey tale, "ten considered eitb tte lade flat tM««( of 
tte first rsfsreaeu, doubts an relate. Tnia rroapts a* to uek ttess quo* t loos: If 
you i*no*„ ^-anteffi, *tea, ntere end for stet purposs* use any ate all tte editing 
done? *srs any Stags ellsiaette. In pert or fall? boro say sdate? aero ttere ciioay** 
la say of ta# soadualess or opinions, «£s»c@30 a «rlti(al rvrlenor s&gbft soaaidsr 
to b« ss^Saaee? 

■*T 

I «a not eswrs ttet I ssksd yoa for corlee of tte rsport ae iasued by tte 
Dopnjtaa^nt, tterefter* I n it « loss to under irteac your ssspfe asie on tkis. I tfalnk 
It oioper, aasooleliy beams* ycu s*rrte as efflalsl purpo**, at offlelel rsqueat, 
ttet yen *dd***a youra»lf aot to «n*t I 414 not ask but to east I bid . You underetete 
1 «rc ts you only »ft*r esekln^ tUlo itentloel data turn tte Department of Justice, 
telcl. sueo:«stte you «*ntlss»n aisnt mvQ it. '&*& *»7 tn^r te not. fitter ta*y aos? 
you i y ntet teppoate to It. 




TMa laada to year atetejaaBt.-but tbs intermediate drafts iiere not 
pret.arved* . Sow you are a aiaa of fowsuie science. .a* of tne n«ods for too 
convocation of the panel of *i.ie,to you aero pert, a ereetly toe be*dnattt pert. 

Is ]ir«ci#«ly tuia dubious practise with regard to toe papers of toe original aut- 
opsy. Tou do not say ubq destroyed toesu however, you do use unequivocal language, 
so 1 praasssa you ku o» who got rid of the®. I c.-sk you s&o, 1 ask you wJsy, especially 
la tiie content of your work, sad I ask for your professional opinioa, as on* of tbs 
aalJieat aorperte lit your field, of to© propriety. Sita tbs purposes ef your panel - 
and you eas. select aay of the contradictory purposes officially stated - ho* you 
son Justify destroying these- drafts (sad other working paper*?), o# resitting it, or 
ress.-toing silent la tit* fan# of itl 

If you w*ro « writer or e legal adversary, aoaid you regard tittle 
stty but tit# stoat serious saiagi rings, tits dec peat, soat troubling doubts? Could you 
V’liave too final product of either p»a*l or do-sa rteaent is entirely conaiatant with 
situ includes everythin* ia toe drafts? Without the drafts to show, bow cea you pee- 
eib3.y establish tuare ars no avibataatlvs ebon gaa, no serious error* or oaiaBirne? 
la Ihia aot precisely toe problem with to# autopsy you w»r® tc deal with? 

I m at a loas to understand to# gibber l to of your ascoad paragraph, 

£° u or peeked it to doosiws or divert a® or to beaus* your former colleagues or 
Depatrtaeat, you having sent copies to tuaa. ^eapit® whatever you ere referring to, 
if indeed, you refer to anything, jtjjg report i* la evidence in that trial. It was 
supjirwasto for about a year, to surfs*© la tele use. So, what you sea poaalbly aesn 
in inyiag -there la no auto report so far as tola peuUi oenoerned- escapes ®e c 
It Joss aot, however, assspa vo tout you here say you apeak for the entire penal. 
dairtBg bad as respease fro® ray of theta or your le^al adviser is consistent with 
taeir agreement, for this purpose or in the peat, that you are stjetesaas® ® loader, 
toa report indicating a© ebairse n, 

-®sr assurances t~«t you did, meet, deli borate and report, year unnecee- 
sary support of to* obvious, la aot needed to affix® the aecminglees of ar. itolAppa* 



If you "take «*apti» to your chargee of * conspiratorial operations'" , 

*e you prateM to quote se, toy do you write letter* lists this, twisting and con- 
torting words, giriatr tuca speeftal aeeainga, a w<ila«t the obvious, being unnecessarily 
secretly* wad, »Uh 10Q£ sueceee, beia* entirely unresponsive to* a perfectly proper 
inquiry? 2« is my obligation oa a writer to sake this kina of inquiry. 1% Ja properly 
adiiesfcsd to ycu and your aileat associates, sot only beaeuse tala is indicated in 
ur„ Relappe* let ter to aa but baceuee you perforated an ofricicl functioa tiu>t la la 
no *8y lasauaa to to# proviaioa* of the law. I an, uader toe Is*, entitled to east I 
asltod of you. Cnlaa^ you nave aoisetoiag to hide, I fail to as, toy y©u write such 
aoasene© as a substitute for answering nsy letter. Tbatoyeu -agreed at the outset tot 
to a at at sin iadividual ari.vats files, sates sr atoer information" likewise la at 
beat ai»ai-« aau at worst designed aa deception. Tb® siseracter of off title to what- 
ever working papers you bad ia ast *hat I asked for or about. Ser ie»th® reason er 
their present lo cationic 



Bat for t&» record, I puote tb® satire aentonee you her* diatort. four 
colltwigues, all of '«ooa a* re 3o;.ies of ay letter, can coapare suat you say I aaid 
831 " ** a«m# witu list 1 did say t>ae -aasa. ia reference to .-r. aoiopp#* atate- 

■“* a “ 304 a * cr »P of paper «Jf and kind or aasraatar (since res f firmed me) 

refine wits tea' gevaitotast, I aaid, "laaereat la it la vast I *a entirely unwlllian 
■IS -aiffa i §» that youra wee asm* Wad of conspiratorial operation in »M»k «llrt«o2 




Itrare ~.;c e difficult, ewapliceted, tsdsaiael job, conplet* *4 th ’•■11 
t«rt« ®f fteeta, .--ay a»e**ure \er,ts» iniorprwtatioa*- sad opinions, Hiwsg other things# 
Wyoad tit* a- •-. city of •**» the aoat gittod :-*ac to rr*«*r*s, e.-«pl»t*ly sad withal 
coaayil*t« ae.-urscy* You ae deu certain evidence t-s this job. You **d th* gov* name art 
ShcKijU} U»to betaa ooncamed stout tho possibility of accidents! error, i would bop* 
it J.a sot expecting t on much to fcrlitfve you scuU navs been csouc^rasd aboixt the 
Setter aigalfieeat disarepsaoioB saa dlffareaco* bwVeaea your *r rk and tfe*i wiilcb. 
ytu tm.lu»t*d. seal rtf*, 1* it other tuna aonacO. «aa pr*psr in your discipline sot 
oslj to asks notes but to praaarv* tnoa in tus svent thsy aoe4 be con milted, or l a 
t-uo s> veat tula ■‘Joe'K snigfii bs c>u*e tinned? tJith this p*rt 1 oul sr job you aad«rtor>k, 

00.0 m important in th© national hi tery, ®a® so vital to th® aetieael integrity, 
ia it act ovr-a -.sox* necessary taat every scrap of peper of whatever kina «.*axa— 
crt*j* b# preserved? Yet there 1* no >iir««t statement frota you on this, uotbine but 
•qulvecsUoa, avoidane*. sail a phonsy indignation that ill euita a si*a in your 
po*i. tlon or a response to each an inquiry. •■ 

It 1* you, air, who label your -sork conspiratorial, not I. iispeoi*lly 
boosua* of your ceilnene* in your field, the respect sad position you have ««xa*d. 

You know your buaitwaa aa few -sea. *a» teach it. * ou author bo-^lca about it for 
athuro to leern end be taught frea* You **• accepted In court as one of ttm country’* 
out.rtsadias expert* ia forensic -.edict®** You or* utterly without lanooew* *b*a *«* 
wri ( t« such « letter a* that to idiich I respond* 

A» I told you, I a® e writer, and I have -written »ad am still writing in 
this particular area. I reaa® the rs^uoet you have so pataetekia«.ly igaored, «o^ 

V i.jod in ay letter of the l£th« I hoy* you will a»*» the sae-^t hires* and epeciris 
r«a iW&a% wcla o.- ysa esc willing to tnfcs and assort the post ties all of thi* 1* 
secret, ell eutaid* the ls«, 

That feild** pl*y. *t "ha ®afi of your first paragraph, teiliag ss you 
"have no copies'* of your report for distribution U didn't ask you for tSaaj, but 
tuat It could b« obtained fraa the Ospartaeat of Juatis*, is particularly inep’ rop- 
riat* when bracketed with your di at art! on about " conaptratarial operatieua" . I 
salad one of ta* •eportocettt lawyors tor * copy at to* bearing in Judge HaUaek** 
court* »* *»id to would gi*« ae ona after lunch. *ie didn't* h* then said i»'C ift ***_ > 

»e nae. Ho didn't, of course, tais ia sxAJect only t* the iaterpretation h^ waleo**4 
«l«o* sorutiny by one who, to hie knowledge, had an anderetendiog of the »«t. aow»*** 
*bmt aae interpret «• lec^c of ^ricie ia or witii it* I 

iti* a w>^* I wvs gene over it carefully . 

I hope you will not ©gain reoort to aeseatie doTiaes in what I aopc^ vihl 
be a direct, uwMguivoeel, rsspcaeiv* aw»a«r to :ay letter. lo ao so now would be t# 
sad further daaseaa yeuraolf, your aa^oeiatao and year work. 

Boons* I do not have «r* a ron l c y’ » edis***, 1 cannot scad hia * oopy »f 
tk.s letter* 

Sincere, ly. 



act Drs. Moritz, Csra**, hergsn, 
fitusk, Boswell 



iieroid :velab*r« 




